Kr# Lilburn BoggSt BejaSity Director Rt* 12f Frederick, 21701 

U*3#Scscret Service 1^15/76 

1800 0 St. , NV #642 
Washln^on, D.O# 20223 

Dear Mr. Boggs, 

Thank you for your letter of the 10th and the cmclosuree. The first, CO-3-2817, 
12 /^ 5 / 54 , appears to be incomplete. The copy you seat ends with page 5, an incoaipiete 
sentence. I would appreciate the balance. 

For some reason the Secret Service prefers to pretend that I did not invoke the 
provlDionc of the Privacy Act. I did. •‘•t is lay ixapresaion that under the ?A provisions 
doce of what has been withheld may not bo. 

The cowts have held that some of your deletions under clal:a of 5 D.S.C. 552 (b) 

(7)(C) ar8®proj/er. I am confident this is known. Obvloasly sooe of these names also 
are Jbn no sense secret, like the agents who identified thoffiselves to me. Or the public 
official cxn Page one of the report. Or the looker inanagor, etc. As your denial relates 
to public employees I appeal these denials. 

1 have not been provided with records relating to tte destruction of the investiga- 
toiy file tl» Secret Service maintained on me. 1 have bean informed that these records 
OT9 required to be laade and presei'ved. I therefore ask for all the records in any way 
relevant to thuv destruction of the records relating to me. I believe this la really an 
appeal, the request being included in my initial request. Aside fronii the supplier 
investigation I would Ilk© to know for what reason the Secret Service Invoatigated me. 

It is, of course, apparent thot there was an investigation having to do with my disagreet^ 
ment with the Warren ^port and my publishing on this subject. I regard this an as la- 
proper activity re^updless of the federal investigative ageticy that coud&oted it. Under 
theae cirounstanoes I regard tre destruction as improper, too. I would like to know 
ifeon, why and on whose order these other lecords were destroyed. I regard this an even more 
anti-^Airterican because of th© totally false inferences that I am some kind of dangerous 
subversive. I would hope that with the changes that have taken plrioe in our national 
life and thou^t you would agree with ©y description of that HeCarthyite era. I also 
hope that you agree inquiry by officials into thought and publishing are in oppoi^ition 
to basic and treasured American prinoiplss. This is one* of the reasons I want all these 
records of any nature. I will want thaia for deposit with ay files in an archive. 

While the Acts relate to records only, 1 do j^opo you will conduct an Inquiry and 
provide me with a full written report on why I was investigated as well as the above 
questions having to do with the destruction of these records. 

I would liko to be able to gccept your referral of the long FBI report on tny v<ife 
and mo as an adequate response. Z^ong oxperionce with the FH makes this impos^iblo. It 
la years late in repondi^ to many of my requeats. Two currently in federal district 
court began in 1966 and 1969. The FBI is exceptionally late by even Its owi contrived 
statistics. I'his includes with my request for the files <m me# Because it has already 
not complied I appeal this as a denial under both PA and FOlA. 1 do hope you will under- 
stand that Bsy purpose is not to give you problems. You arc aware of your own norv-compllance 
with the time provisions of the Act. You should have referred this to the FBI on receipt 
of my roquost. And I caruiot permit the FBI to stonewall everything. 

The Secret Service has ziot been forthright in this matter. T)m State Department is 
not the only agency that has asked the Secret Service’s permission to release records to 
morn In something like a year om more I await word from another agency that did inform me 
of asking th© Secret Service. , 

There ^ lack of forthrightness with regard to the field offices. 



On page two, with regard to oorrGctlng error, you refer to fOU onlj'. le tliero not 
such a provlaion in ?A? 

However, X do thank jo\x for iiioXudlag the correspondence as a gesture in that 
direction. 

In thumbing through the other enclosures I note that sosie of aiy earlier roauesta 
still have not been ooroplisd with. Ono has to do id.th a tape given the Secret sJx-vice 
by the *‘iaai police and as this file shows Bade publio by the police, ■‘‘t is ny 

ondorstimding that both voices in that tap© have been stilled by dsath. I'he aon are 
Joseph Adams “*ilteer and Willie Somsrsett. Sy interest ia this tape is now archival 
only but for that reason I woidd still like a diib of it. ^oae yoars ago i did obtain a 
partial transcript. I then published it. 

Subsequent to tl» correspondence on the so-oallod "Slonio of I'ransfer" I did obtain 
some but not all the records from tho Archives under FOIa. Still later, and long after 
discloaure to o'shera, tho Archives made still more relevant records available. I would 
like to know whether earlier asouranoea not hnvln£ been true ©very relevant record, lias 
been released. I want to bo siare I have them all. I know that in that period Kr. 
Aohasoa'a office waa involved and had files. While I believe it ia not mateilal to the 
request I tell you this ia for archival p«rrposea not for writing. She withholding and 
then the dribbling out of these records roeulted in the defamation of the Prasident's 
survivors. I want to bo certain of archival coaiplctenesa. 

I do regret the Secret St’rviee has axsn fit to stall this matter without ne«d and 
in violation of the law. H is an agency of law enfoi’osment, I regret the ^rturing of 
the exemptiona when there also ia no need for tiiat and so long after the courts have 
ruled without federal appeal. Of course I regret tho great aaiotKit of tims this wastes 
for both of U3. And tha attitude toward law that ia reflected. J3»tt I cannot accept 
theao denials so I do appeal them all if I have not already. 

Sincerely, 



Harold Weisberg 



